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EDWARD IRVING 



AND THK 

'',CATHOLIC APOSTOLIC CHURCH. 

BY ONE OF ITS MEMBERS. 

• r * / - ... . •> .«r ... « . 
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It is not just or right to call us “ Irvingites.” We are not, and never 
were, the followers of Edward Irving, or of any views peculiar to 
him. We repudiate the name; not because we cease to venerate his 
memory; but because his name is utterly inappropriate to us; and 
because any man’s name is derogatory to the work of God. The revival 
of the gifts of the Spirit in these last days did not originate with 
him, or with any of his people. The work commenced in the West of 
Scotland, among members "of the Established Church there; and after¬ 
wards in London, among members of the Church of England. Mr. 
Irving believed it, as did many others, on the ground of its scriptural 
character — being nothing more than the fulfilment of God’s own 
recorded promises. See John xiv. xv. xvi.; Acts ii.; 1 Cor. xii. xiv. 
Not only did the work not originate with Mr. Irving, but he never 
occupied a higher ministry amongst us than that of chief Pastor, 
or Angel, of one of the churches in London ; and that ministry he 
occupied, alas! only for two or three years before he died. It is true 
that his was the first congregation that was formed in London. It is true, 
also, that he was for the time by far the most prominent man amongst 
us, in the public eye. Moreover, his works, and labour, and patience 
abounded, so that it might well be said, “ he was pressed out of 
measure, above strength.” It is not my object to descant upon the 
excellent grace that was in him—the gentleness, the devotedness, the 
noble fearlessness, of the man of God. This would have been dis¬ 
tasteful to himself; for he did not seek honour from men. What is 
more to our purpose, I can say that he did not seek distinction, 
or usurp authority, in the Church ; much less did he claim to be its 
founder. On the contrary, I know that he trembled at the thought of 
his name being used to designate the work of the Lord. In his last 
letter to his flock, written from Glasgow, shortly before his death, be 
says “Ob’ what a grief it hath been tome, that my name should be 
familiarly joined with the work of the Lord. Ofttimes in my prayer I 
have been so ashamed and grieved that there should be any name but 
the name of Jesus, that I have almost besought the Lord to be taken 
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Irvingites * * * sent a letter, not long after the publics 

the Book of Mormon, to express their sympathy with Joseph 
The letter professes to emanate from a Council of Pastors.” 
by this confident assertion, many may have thought that it 1 
least, some colour of truth in it. If you will look into the nexi 
her of the Edinburgh Review, page 303, you will see a contra 
of this statement; but not, certainly, with any frank or ge 
apology, on the part of the Reviewer, for having helped to 
gate far and wide a shameful calumny — for such it assure< 
There never had been the shadow of a foundation for the 
It was a bold fabrication, bearing internal evidence of being th 
duction of the “John Hewitt” whose name occurs in the letter, 
letter in question is said to be given in Joseph Smith’s autobiogi 
It is addressed to the Mormonites, and begins as follows;—“ 
Brethren in the Lord,—At a Council of the Pastors of our Ch 
held March 28th, 1835, upon the propriety of the Rev. John E 
visiting you, it was resolved: * * That he should have, i 

desired, the sanction of the Council.” The letter proceeds to ex 
sympathy in the Mormonite movement, and is signed, “ Thomas £ 
Barnsley, April 21st, 1835.” Now, that this letter is a forgery, 
demonstrable as the wickedness of it is astounding: for we hav 
church at Barnsley, and never had any people there. Who Tin 
Shaw is, who signs the letter, we know not: all we know is, thi 
never held office in any church of ours. And as for sympathy 
Mormonism, I may say that we of all people have had least of I 
From the very first we have believed it to be a work of the Em 
mimicking in its claim to spiritual gifts the work of the Holy G1 
We have, therefore, held it in peculiar fear and abhorrence—jud{ 
only too accurately that inconsiderate men would readily confound 
precious and the vile, and count the good no better than the evil, 
what is more likely, than that Satan should imitate the work of God 
such a form, and with such debasing adjuncts and associations, that 
false Satanic imitation may scare men from any approach to the t 
and the Divine? It is only one part of the great game which 
Enemy of God andean is playing in the earth in these last da 
And, alas! how many are furthering, unwittingly, his wicked device! 

■ Liverpool, Aujpst, 1856. 
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out of the way, rather than eclipse in any way the name of His honour¬ 
able Son. And it is indeed my chief consolation, in being so far apart 
from you, my children, and our brethren around us, that it will be seen, 
even by the enemies of the Lord’s work, how little I have had to do 
with it; how little any of us have had to do with it, save to mar and 
hinder it.”* So far from Mr. Irving claiming anything like chief rule in 
the Church, he was himself avowedly under authority—obedience to 
which he regarded as a veritable and most sacred duty. On no just 
ground, therefore, can we be called Irvingites; and it is unworthy of 
Christian men to misname their brethren. We are members equally 
with them, and only equally with them, of the one Catholic Apostolic 
Church: and if they choose other names by which to be known, so do 
not we. 

It has been often alleged, and very generally believed, tbat Mr. 
Irving taught, in some way or other, that Jesus our Lord was not in all 
points absolutely free from sin. And if he were fairly chargeable with 
so great, so blasphemous an error, it might well go to damage our good 
name, inasmuch as he remained a minister amongst us to the last. But 
had his accusers searched his writings for the good that is in them on 
this very subject, and not watched only for the evil, they would have 
found ample proof, that the thing which they laid to his charge was as 
abhorrent to his soul as it could be to their own. I grieve, indeed, to 
think that some of his expressions touching the experience of our 
blessed Lord in our nature, founded chiefly on words in the book of 
Psalms, were rash, and easily misapprehended, and therefore unjusti¬ 
fiable The Holy Ghost, now speaking amongst us, said that in word he 
had erred —although we believe it was the very truth for which he was 
contending. To judge fairly of his views, the expressions, which are so 
objectionable when taken out of their connection, should be read in the 
light of such words as the following—and many of like import may be 
found in his works — “ Christ's human nature had no other properties nor 
propensities than those which may he predicated of God; holy as He , 
pure as He." Those who knew Mr. Irving know that the one great 
object for which he lived and laboured—the one supreme, burning 
desire of his heart — was, to glorify his Saviour and Lord. With this 
view, he sought to set forth, in its integrity and unspeakable importance, 
the doctrine of the true humanity of Jesus; to show that in His match¬ 
less condescension and love for us, He had taken the same flesh, and no 
other, of which we all are partakers; and so that He bore on His heart, 

* It has been published again and again, and by such men as Dr. Hook, 
that Mr. Irving had lost faith in this work of the Lord before he died. This is 
not true: and any one who wished to write correctly might easily have learnt 
the contrary. 
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in sorrow and humiliation and amazement, the sins of that flesh, as if 
they were His own. Men could not understand this — at least, they 
could not enter into his mode of stating and illustrating it. They 
thought he made Christ a sinner; and much righteous jealousy and 
indignation might, no doubt, be kindled thereby. Yet, all the while, 
he was endeavouring to show that it was only because of Christ’s perfect 
and spotless holiness He was able to feel the shame and bear the grief 
of our sins, and make confession of them as His own. It was thus 
He proved Himself to be the perfect man. In His mouth alone were 
the well-known words absolutely true, as well as eminently sublime : 
Homo sum ; humani nihil a me alienum puto. 

Let me try to state simply what our faith is on this momentous 
point. We are taught in Holy Scripture that human nature is one. 
God has made of one blood all the nations of men. From one man the 
entire race has come. The human kind, as a living unbroken stream, 
flows down, through the course of ages, from that single source. And, 
the source itself having become polluted, tbe oneness of the nature is 
seen in the stain which has dyed it throughout. It is important, it is 
essential, that we keep this oneness of our nature in view, if we are 
rightly to understand many things that are taught us by the Lord. To 
heal humanity of its mortal malady—to cleanse it from its total defile¬ 
ment, the Son of God took it into union with Himself “ He took part 
of the same.” It was not to remake it that He came: it was to restore 
it. And so it behoved Him, as its Restorer, to become a partaker of it. 
He took part of a nature which is one; and thereby, from its very con¬ 
stitution, He became one with it all; and thereby also the work which 
He wrought in it was wrought for it all, and did extend to it all. In 
our nature He overcame sin, for in Him was no sin. In our nature He 
overcame death and hell, for death and tbe grave could not hold Him. 
And in our nature He received the fulness of the Holy Ghost, of which 
He makes us partakers, to enable us to overcome, even as He overcame. 

But this was not all. The righteous judgment of God upon human 
nature was shown out in Him, as well as the power of redeeming grace. 
Having taken the nature which had sinned—having become in very 
truth identified with it—He was made a curse for it; “even as it is 
written, Cursed is every one that hangeth on a tree.” Though it was 
sinless in His person—pure as God is pure—it was still part of the 
accursed thing; and as such its proper doom—its righteous desert — 
was seen when it wus crucified and lifted up a spectacle of shame to 
angels and to men. On that cross we behold and see what is due to 
our flesh. And it is the oneness - the identity of the nature — which 
alone explains the mystery of the Just one suffering, and suffering 
righteously, for the unjust. It was no fiction—no make-believe — that 
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He bore our sins in His own body on the tree. They were the sins 
of His own flesh, inasmuch as all human flesh is one. 

In like manner He suffered, and was made perfect through suffering, 
all His life long. He could perfectly realise His oneness with us 
although we can so ill recognise our oneness with each other. Because 
He was sinless, He could feel the intolerable weight of sin. Because 
He was the perfect man, He could bear the iniquities of our flesh, so 
as to know them in their utmost heinousness. He did not say, “ Stand 
by, for I am holier than thou.” He was holier. He was holiness itself: 
and therefore He could draw near and join Himself to us, burdened and 
defiled as we were, that He might bear our burden, and confess our 
defilement, and die the death which our guilt had incurred. It was 
penal suffering He endured, although it was for us He suffered. Nay, 
it was penal suffering He endured, because it was for us he suffered. 
For oneness is a law of humanity : and the reality of this law He felt 
and obeyed to the uttermost. And truly this is a blessed law for us, 
fearful though it was for Him, who undertook to fulfil all its require¬ 
ments, in the fellowship of our utter wretchedness and ruin. It is a 
blessed law for us: for thereby the work which Christ wrought in our 
nature brings our nature back again to God. “God is well pleased 
for His righteousness’ sake: He hath magnified the law, and made it 
honourable.” And now it comes to pass, that as He became one with us 
when He was born into the world, and did our work, and accomplished 
our redemption, we become one with Him when we are born again from 
above: — and by the power of the same anointing of the Holy Ghost 
wherewith He was anointed, we are called to walk even as He walked 
in the world. For which high end, and for nothing less, He instituted 
the holy ordinance of Baptism. 

On this subject let me say a few words, although in tbe way of 
digression. It is obvious that many take their views of the doctrine 
of Baptism, not from Holy Scripture, but from the low and evil con¬ 
dition of tbe baptised. No wonder, therefore, if they value it lightly. 
And so, if Baptism is not believed to be the means of regeneration, the 
inestimable blessing of it, as set forth in God’s Word, can be but little 
realised. Happily for tbe truth’s sake—if not for their own—there are 
those who are obliged to use the words of the Church, and offer 
thanks to God that the child they baptise is “regenerate,” who yet 
cannot receive the truth they are thus obliged to express. They cannot 
receive it, and with apparent reason, because they see not in the subjects 
of baptism generally the gracious fruit it should produce. But how can 
fruit be expected if there is not faith? And how can there be faith, 
unless the holy rite be regarded as the appointed means of regeneration ? 
We know that there is but “ one Baptism.” And St. Paul tells us what 
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that Baptism is, and what it is given for, whether we believe his account 
of it or no. “Know ye not,” he says, “ that so many of us as were bap¬ 
tised into Jesus Christ were baptised into his death. Therefore we are 
buried with Him by baptism into death; that like as Christ was raised 
up from the dead by the glory of the Father, even so we also should 
walk in newness of life.” Bom. vi 3, 4. Believing this, he shews that 
we are now called to “ reckon ourselves to be dead indeed unto sin, and 
alive unto God through Jesus Christ.” Not believing it, we cannot feel 
the force of the Apostle’s exhortation, aud so must come short of that 
life “unto God” which he would have us attain. Assuredly Baptism 
is God’s ordinance whereby we are graffed into the true vine—whereby 
we are joined to the Lord—whether we be living, fruit-bearing branches 
or no. Wo be to us if we are not. 

But to return— 

Christ having taken our one human nature, gives us the assurance 
that, in its redemption, our union, not with the Lord only, but with all 
His people, is provided for and secured. In Christ we are members one 
of another—members of one body, of which He is the glorious Head. 
In the Church, which is His body, this law of our humanity is restored. 
It is the law of our being. It is the law which God wrote at first in our 
hearts. And He has written it since in His holy word. It is in effect 
the new commandment which He has given us, that we should love one 
another, as Christ loved us — that we should bear one another’s burdens, 
and so fulfil the law of Christ. It is as truly part of the godliness to be 
manifested in the flesh that we be joined to our brethren, as that we he 
joined to the Lord. And what can ever accomplish this blessed reunion 
but the reorganisation of the “ one body,” the Church, according to the 
pattern which God has given us in His word. St. Paul tells us how the 
members of the Church were united at the beginning: and how else can 
we expect them to be reunited now ? There are still diversities of gifts, 
but the same Spirit, and differences of ministries, but the same Lord. 
And because Christ has not ceased to be the Head of the Church, and 
because with Him is still the fulness of the Spirit; from Him assuredly 
the whole body may yet be fitly joined together, and compacted by that 
which every joint supplieth, according to the effectual working in the 
measure of every part, and make increase of the body unto the edifying 
of itself in love. See L Cor. xii.; Ephes. iv. This oneness of the 
Church, according to the organisation set forth in these Scriptures, is 
God’s declared purpose and desire, and no man dare gainsay it. Till we 
attain this oneuess, we come short of our high calling in Christ Jesus. 
Till we seek to attain it, we show that we take an inadequate view of the 
salvation which He has wrought for us. 

I have alluded above to the fact of the Holy Ghost speaking audibly 
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in the Church in the present day, even as He was wont to speak at the 
beginning. This is a fact; and one which cannot now be ignored, hard 
though it he for many Christian men to believe it. There are other 
Spirits abroad, too, manifesting their presence by power, and signs, and 
lying wonders. And this fact, also, it is now too late to ignore. Mes¬ 
merism, clairvoyance, table-turning, spirit-rapping, and at length spiritual 
possession and utterance, are all established and incontrovertible facts; 
and they are of such a character, that it is only the veriest credulity 
which can be satisfied with any explanation or theory respecting them, 
other than that of spiritual agency. St. Paul tells us (1 Tim. iv. 1) that 
such things are to appear in the last days : and if we are wise, we will 
not shut our eyes when they appear; for it is not ignorance concerning 
them that will keep us in safety at such a time. If there are Spirits 
abroad, we should know it, and we should try them. Hear what St. 
John says on this subject, and mark its connection with the doctrine 
of our Lord’s humanity, and with the revelation of the last Antichrist, 
which many are expecting in this day. “ Beloved, believe not every 
Spirit, but try the Spirits whether they are of God: because many false 
prophets are gone out into the world. Hereby know we the Spirit of 
God: every Spirit that confesseth that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh 
is of God. And every Spirit that confesseth not that Jesus Christ is 
come in the flesh is not of God: And this is that Spirit of Anti¬ 
christ WHEREOF YE HAVE HEARD THAT IT SHOULD COME, and even 

now already is it in the world.” 1 John iv 1—3. 

From these words it is most evident that there were then Spirits to 
be tried — not men, but Spirits manifesting their presence and power in 
men. It was a supernatural thing. From all the New Testament we 
learn that the Spirit of God spoke audibly in all the Churches. Men 
and women spoke in prophecy — that is, the Holy Ghost spoke by them, 
while they were consciously filled with His presence. And this happened 
according to the promise which had been given from of old — a promise 
evidently intended for the whole of the present dispensation — “it shall 
come to pass in the last days, saith God, that I will pour my Spirit upon 
all flesh, and your sons and your daughters shall prophesy.” Acts ii. We 
know also from Holy Scripture that evil Spirits spoke by men — by false 
prophets, and others, whom they had entered into and possessed. And 
we know, from the words just quoted from St. John, that such Spirits 
belong to the Antichrist, of whom we have heard that he shall come. 
And “ his coming shall be after the working of Satan, with all power, 
and signs, and lying wonders.” In the last days, therefore, before the 
Antichrist is revealed, we may expect to see, in an extraordinary way, 
the working of evil spirits— the manifestation of Satanic power. And 
all who have eyes to see, and hearts to understand, may assure them- 


Digitized by v^,ooQle 



selves of their actual presence, and miraculous working, and soul- 
destroying testimony, in the present day. Surely the revelation of the 
great Antichrist is near at hand. 

How important, therefore, how imperative it is, at such a time, to 
know that Spirits are to be tried, and how to try them! The leading 
test is given us by St John — do those Spirits confess that Jesus Christ 
is come in the flesh ? If they do, they are of God. If they do not, they 
are not of God. Moreover, how important, how imperative it is, at 
such a time, that all God’s people hold aright this doctrine—that they 
know and maintain, in all its integrity, the great truth, which Devils 
cannot witness to and ever strive to gainsay, that Christ our glorious 
Lord took flesh of man when He came into the world—the one com¬ 
mon flesh — which also in Him was pure as God is pure. This is the 
faith which we hold, and which Mr. Irving held and taught, to the edifi¬ 
cation, and comfort, and safe keeping of many in this evil day. 

It must at once be admitted, that if any Spirit, speaking in the 
Church, were to testify to the sinfulness of human nature as it was seen 
in the man Christ Jesus — if any Spirit were to declare that human 
nature, in His person, was not “ holy as God, pure as God,” the Spirit 
which uttered such a testimony could not be the Spirit of God. We 
know that so false, so fearful a sentiment has never been uttered by the 
Spirit now speaking amongst us. We know, indeed, that words of 

prophecy have been spoken often and often, testifying to the real 

humanity of Jesus: declaring that the nature He assumed was that 

of the common flesh of man, which is one, and indivisible; and that 

He assumed it in order that He might redeem it. But this is the 
testimony, also, of Holy Scripture: “Forasmuch as the children were 
partakers of flesh and blood, He also Himself likewise took part of 
the same.” And again, “ He that sanctifieth, and they who are 
sanctified, are all of one ; wherefore He is not ashamed to call them 
brethren.” Heb. ii. 11. He took the very nature which needed redemp¬ 
tion; and by His spotless life, and precious death, and glorious resur¬ 
rection, He redeemed that very nature. This is the testimony of the 
Spirit who is now manifesting His presence in our Churches, whereby 
we know that He is in very truth the Spirit of God. 

Let me now say a few words in contradiction of a report which has 
got abroad, of our sympathy now, or at some former period, with Mor- 
monism. It is rather humiliating to take notice of such a thing: but it 
may be that we have been silent respecting it too long, considering the 
countenance and the currency the report has received. 

In an article in the Edinburgh Review for April, 1854, entitled, 

“ Mormonism,” attributed to the pen of the Rev. W. J. Conybeare — 
the Reviewer says, page 327, “ It is a curious fact, that the English 
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the Book of Mormon, to express their sympathy with Joseph Sn 
The letter professes to emanate from a Council of Pastors. Mi 
by this confident assertion, many may have thought that it had 
least, some colour of truth in it. If you will look into the next n 
her of the Edinburgh Review, page 303, you will see a contradic 
of this statement; but not, certainly, with any frank or gene 
apology, on the part of the Reviewer, for having helped to pr 
gate far and wide a shameful calumny — for such it assuredly 
There never had been the shadow of a foundation for the st 
It was a bold fabrication, bearing internal evidence of being the 
duction of the “John Hewitt” whose name occurs in the letter, 
letter in question is said to be given in Joseph Smith’s autobiogra 
It is addressed to the Mormonites, and begins as follows:—“I 
Brethren in the Lord,—At a Council of the Pastors of our Chu 
held March 28th, 1835, upon the propriety of the Rev. John He 
visiting you, it was resolved: * * That he should have, as 

desired, the sanction of the Council.” The letter proceeds to exj 
sympathy in the Mormouite movement, and is signed, “ Thomas SI 
Barnsley, April 21st, 1835.” Now, that this letter is a forgery, i 
demonstrable as the wickedness of it is astounding: for we have 
church at Barnsley, and never had any people there. Who Tho 
Shaw is, who signs the letter, we know not: all we know is, tha 
never held office in any church of ours. And as for sympathy 
Mormonism, I may say that we of all people have had least of t 
From, the very first we have believed it to be a work of the Err 
mimicking in its claim to spiritual gifts the work of the Holy G1 
We have, therefore, held it in peculiar fear and abhorrence—jud 
only too accurately that inconsiderate men would readily confound 
precious and the vile, and count the good no better than the evil 
what is more likely, than that Satan should imitate the work of Go 
such a form, and with such debasing adjuncts and associations, tha 
false Satanic imitation may scare men from any approach to the 
and the Divine? It is only one part of the great game which 
Enemy of God and^man is playing in the earth in these last c 
And, alas! how many are furthering, unwittingly, his wicked device 
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